
IS OH THE LIST?

The Cases That Will bs Tried Dur-

ing the Nezt Few Weeks.

MAY TEEM 0? THE CIRCUIT COURT.

A Pull List f All Caies, Criminal and
Civil, that Will be Heanl in the Near
ruture before Judce Cooper, nt the
Term, lteclnnlnc on Mnndaj-- Xest.

The list of cases coming up for

trial before Judge Cooper at the
May term of the Circuit Court fol-

lows. The Court will open on Mon-

day, at 10 a. m., for preliminary
business.

Provisional Government vs. Chan
Wa Heong; opium selling. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court. Da-

vidson for defendant
Pmi'liinnnl fJnvprnment VS. nil

Kong alias Ah Kong; perverting jus-
tice. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. Poster for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ah Hau
alias Lee Ho; unlawful possession of
opium. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-

trict Court. Foster for defendant.
Provisional Government vs. Long

John; violating Section o, Act 21,

Provisional Government Laws. Ap-

peal from Honolulu District Court.
Provisional Government vs. Ah Gin

and Loo Choy ; unlawful possession of
opium. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-

trict Court. Davidson for defendants.
Provisional Government vs. Aug

Ghan; larceny third degree. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court.

Provisional Government vs. Lu
Cheongand three others; assault and
battery. Appeal from Ewa District
Court. Aclii for defendants.

Prnviainnnl finvernriient vs. E. Xor--

rie; seditious libel. Appeal from
Honolulu District Court. Creighton
for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ah
Sing ; unlawful possession of opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court.

Provisional Government vs. F.
Smith ; assault and battery. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court. Kau-luko- u

for defendant.
Provisional Government vs. B. Gal-

lagher; mayhem.

HAWAIIAN JUKY CIVIL.

raria Kaauaana vs. Keahi et al. ;

ejectment. C. V. Ashford for plain-
tiff; Kinney-Mago- ou for defendants.

Clio H. Newton et al. vs. S. Kaale
etal. - ejectment Kinney for plain-
tiffs; Kane for defendants.

In re will of Charlotte Adams ; pro-

bate appeal. C. Brown for proponent;
Hartwell-- C. W. Ashford for contestants-a-

ppellant

Lucy Kila vs. S. K. Kila; ejec-
tment Acbi for defendant.

M. Iaukea et al. vs. W. H. Cum-ming- s;

case. Kaulukou for plaintiffs;
Achi for defendant

lu re Estate of A. Akahi : petition
to revoke probate of will. Appeal
from order dismissing petition. Poe-po- e

for petitioner appellant; Hatch-- C.

V. Ashford for Trustees B. P.
Bishop Estate.

Kabakuakoi vs. Hawaiian Govern-
ment; ejectment. Achi-Kahook-

for plaintiff; Hartwell-Hatc- h for de-

fendant
Annie L. "Ulukou vs. Queen Dow-

ager Kapiolani; assumpsit. W. R.
Castle for plaintiff; Hatch for de-
fendant

Kaaukai Kelley vs. Caroline Aniu;
trespass on the case. Kaulia for plain-till- ;

Achi for defendant.
MIXED JURY.

Talula L. Hayselden vs. Wahine-aea- ;
ejectment C. W. Ashford for

plaintiff; Nawahi for defendant
Ho Sun vs. Kukekakaulani; eject-

ment. C. W. AsbfordJohnsou for
plaintiil; dragoon for defendant.

Julia S. Rice et al. vs. Jonathan
Spooner; ejectment. Kinney for
plaintiffs; Carter & Carter for defen-dan- t.

J. I. Dowtett vs. Maukeala et al.;
ejectment C. Brown forplaintiff; C.
"V. Ashford for defendants.

Frank Telles vs. Albert and Sarah
Trask; replevin Appeal from Hono-
lulu District Court C. V. Ashford
for plaintiff-appellan- t; Rosa for de-

fendant
James Harvest vs. C. H. Luther et

al.; ejectment Poepoe for plaintiff;
C. Brown for defendants.

Asai vs. Helen Kaaukai; damage.
Appeal from KoolauloaDistrict Court.
Kane for defendant appellant.

Asai vs J. Kalili; damage. Appeal
from Koolauloa District Court Kane
for defendant-appellan- t.

J. E. Gomes vs. Hawaiiau Gazette
Co.; trespass on case. .C W. Ashford
for plaintiff W. R. Castle for defe-
ndant
' Hawaiiau Hardware Co. vs. D. L.

Kaoue et al. Peterson for plaintiff;
Kinney-Magoo- n for defendant.

W. a. Kinney, administrator, vs.
K. K. Pii; trover. Kinney for plain-
tiff; Poepoe for defendant.

D. L. Kalawaia vs. L. A. Andrews;
trespass. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-

trict Court C. W Ashford for plain-
tiff.

J. K. Apio vs. L. A. Andrews; tres-
pass. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. C. V. Ashford for plaintiff.

Jessie T. Naone vs. L. A. Andrews;
case. V. V. Ashford for plaintiff.

John R. Silva vs. J. "W. Kuaimoku;
trespass on the case. Davidson for
plaintiff; W. JR. Castle for defendant.

Olowalu Sugar Co. vs. S. Kaalawa;
ejectment. Hatch for plaintiff; Kin-
ney for defendant

Pipi et al. vs. McCandless Brothers;
damages. Carter & Carter for defen-lant- s.

Uaspar Sylva vs. Malia Kaia et al.;
ejectment. Hartwell for plaintiff; C.
"V. Ashford for defendants.

Gaspar Sylva vs. Kalei et al.; ejec-
tment Hartwell for plaintiff.

Gaspar .sylva vs. Harriet Squires et
al.; ejectment Hartwell for plain-
tiff.

Gaspar Sylva vs. Mokuhia et al.;
ejectment. Hartwell for plaintiff.
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FOREIGN JURY CIVIL.

Catherine Batchelor vs. C. B. Wil-
son, marshal; trespass. C. W. Ashford--

Creighton for plaintiil; Hatch-Carte- r

& Carter for defendant
H. ".Vilgerpth vs. Ewa Plantation

Company; damage. C. W. Ashford
for plaintiff; Castle for defendant

Tnomas Nott vs. C. T Gulick, guar-

dian; assumpsit C. W. Ashford for
plaintiff; Kinney for defendent.

lug Choi vs. Ah Pong et al ; as-su- mit

Castle for plaintiff; Peterson
for defendants.

V. V. Ashford vs. Arthur Johnson;
assumpsit Appeal from Honolulu
District Court; plaintiff in peron.
Magoon for defendant-appella-

C. A. Brown vs. Bulletin Publish-
ing Company; trespass on case.
Hatch for plaintiff; C. W. Ashford for
defendant

HAWAIIAN JURY CRIMINAL.

Provisional Government vs. Lilly
Muhi; deserting husband. Appeal
from Waialua District Court Kinney
for prosecution; C. AV. Ashford for de-

fendant
Provisional Government vs. Kama-n- u

(w); liquor selling without a li-

cense. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-

trict Court C. W. Ashford for de-

fendant
Provisional Government vs. w. H.

Cummings; assault and battery. Ap-
peal from Honolulu District Court
Kauiukou with prosecution; Achi for
defendant

Provisional Government vs. E. A.
Forbss; trespass. Appeal from Hono-
lulu District Court Johnson for de
fendant.

Provisional Government vs. David
Watson; vagrancy. Appeal from
Koolaupoko District Court

Provisional Government vs. David
Watson; unlawful possession of
opium. Appeal from Koolaupoko Dis-

trict Court
Provisional Government vs. Kano-boka- i;

larceny, 1st degree.
Provisional Government vs.Thoma

Spencer; forgery.
Provisional Government vs.Thomas

Spencer; forgery.
Proisvioual Government vs. Kelii;

unlawful possession of opium. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court; Kauiu-
kou for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Pua-anu- i:

Iinuor selling without license.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court.
Kaulia for defendant

Provisional Government vs R. Pa- -

lau; liquor seiliug without license.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court.
Kaulia for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Pahu-p- u;

violating Section 1, Act 21, P. G.
Laws. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. Kaulia for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Nakai;
violating Section 5, Act 21, P.G. Laws.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court
Kaulia for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Paoo;
violating Section 1, Act 21, P.G. Laws.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court
Kauiia'for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Aukai;
larceny, 3d degree. Appeal from Ho-
nolulu District Court. Kaulia for
defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Kaha-nanu- l;

malicious injury. Appeal from
Honolulu District Court Kahookano
for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Kalua-kini;-liqu- or

selling without license.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court. t

Kaulia for defendant.
FOREIGN JURY CRIMINAL.

Provisional Government vs. J. M.
Vivas and J. Teixeira; libel, 1st de-

gree. Foster with prosecution; Kin-
ney for defendants.

Provisional Government vs. C. Per-relr- a;

common nuisance. Appeal from
Honolulu District Court. Foster for
defendant

Provisional Governmentvs. E. jSor-ri- e;

libel, 1st degree. Kinney with
prosecution; Creighton for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Wm.
Patterson; assault and battery. Ap-
peal from Ewa District Court. W. It.
Castle for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Wm. L.
Mossman; embezzlement. V. V. Ash-
ford for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ting
Seng; unlawful possession of opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court
Foster for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ing
Tong; assault with dangerous weapon.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court,

Provisional uovernment vs. earn
Quai; unlawful possession of opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court

Provisional Government vs. Ah
Wing; unlawful possession ot opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court
Foster for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Chun
You; assault with dangerous weapon.
Magoon for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Kuni
Wun: escape.

Provisional Government vs. J. M.
Had way; embezzlement

Provisional Government vs. Joseph
Caecaeres; murder, 2nd degree. Ma-
goon for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Joseph
Caecaeres; assiult with deadly weap-
on. Magoon for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Ah
Chai; perjury, 2nd degree.

Provisional Government vs. AhPoe;
unlawful possession of opium. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court. Peter-
son for defendant

Provisional Government V3. D. Fer-reir- a;

assault and battery. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court. Kin-
ney for Defendant.

Provisional Government vs. R. C.
Clark; violating Section 1, Act 21, P.
G. Laws. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-
trict Court Kauiukou for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Ah Pi;
assault and battery. Apneal from Ho-
nolulu District Court V. V. Ashford
for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Wong
Choug; unlawful possession of opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court.
Kauiukou for defendant.

Provisonal Government vs. J. A.
Magoon; assault and battery. Appeal
from Honolulu District Court Kin-
ney for defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ah
Wai; embezzlement Appeal from
Honolulu District Court. Perry for
defendant.

Provisional Government vs. Ah On
and An Gee; assault and battery. Ap-
peal from Honolulu District Court
Davidson for defendants.

Provisional Government vs. Ah
Chew; opium selling. Appeal from
Honolulu District Court
Provisional Government vs. Ah On;
unlawful possession of opium. Appeal

from Honolulu District Court. David-
son for defendant

Provisional Government vs. Kim
Tong; unlawful possession of opium.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court
Davidson for defendant

Jacob Lyons vs. J. Hubash and C.
Batchelor; assumpsit. Carter fc Car-

ter for plaintiff; C. W. Ashford for
defendant Batchelor.

Louisa Rodriguez vs. Doiningos
Gomes; covenant Carter & Carter
for plaintiff; C. W. Ashford for de-

fendant
L. Ahlo vs. Tai Lung; assumpsit.

C. W. Ashford for plaintiil' Hatch for
defendant.

S. A. Newell vs. J. M. Horner; ac-

tion on foreign judement. Neumann
for plaintiil; C. W. Ashford for de-

fendant.
William A. Dyer vs. Hop Yuue

Company; assumpsit. C. Brown for
plaintiff; C. W. Ashford for defen-
dant

H. R. Macfarlane vs. Ira A. Lowell;
assumpsit. Carter & Carter for plain-
tiff; Hatch for defendant

Hawaiian Lodge vs. F. H. Redward;
assumpsit. Carter & Carter for plain-
tiff; C. W. Ashford for defendant

T. W. Rawlins vs. Honolulu 'Soap
Works Company; damages. C.Brown-Kinne- y

for plaintiff; Hartwell-Hatc- h

for defendent
Ralph R. Foster vs. H.M. Hay ward;

trespass on the case. Foster forplain-
tiff: Neumann for defendant.

Thomas Nott vs. A. McDowall et al.:
assumpsit Appeal from Honolulu
District Court. Kinney for plaintiff-appellan- t;

V. V. Ashford for defend-
ants.

Higashi vs. Pacific Sugar Mill; case.
Neumann-Foste- r for plaintiff; Hatch
for defendant

Julia J. Freitas vs. Joao F. Souza;
breach of promise of marriage. Ma-
goon for plaintiff; C. W. Ashford for
defendant

J. A. Magoon vs. Yee King Tone;
ejectment Maroon for plaintiff;
Davidson for defendant

JURY WAIVED.

Hoomana Kaoao vs. Wm. Norton;
replevin. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-

trict Court. Wakefield for plaintiff-- ''
appellant; Carter & Carter for defen-
dant

Allen & Robinson vs. G. W. Lin
coln et al; assumpsit. Hatch for
plaintiff; Magoou-Kmne- y for defen-
dants.

Kamai vs. Anima; assumpsit Ap-
peal from Honolulu District Court.
Kaulia for plaintiff; Achi for defen-
dant appellant.

F. H. Redward vs. Mrs. B. Frieman;
assumpsit Appeal from Honolulu
District Court Magoon for plaintiff;
Neumann for defendant appellant.

John Nott vs. G. W. Lincoln et al.;
assumpsit. Magoon for plaintiff;
Hatch-Kinne- y for defendants.

Honolulu Steam Planing Mill vs. P.
Muhlendorf et al.; assumpsit Ma-
goon for plaintiil; Hatch Kinney for
defendants.

Lee King vs. D. K. Puhi; assum-
psit Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. V. V. Ashford for plaintiff;
W. R. Castle for defendant-appella-

Mrs. C. Batchelor vs. Phil JJraun;
assumpsit Appeal from Honolulu
District Court. Kinney for plaintiff;
Creighton for defendant-appellan- t

Y. Ah Yau vs. J. IC Jaukea; dam-
age. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. Achi for plaintiff-appellan- t;

Kauiukou for defendant.
William Kauahi vs. Ah Chew; tres-

pass. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. Kauiukou for plaintiil'; Car-
ter & Carter for defendant-appella- nt

M. A. bousalvts & Co. vs. Luiz An-drad- e;

assumpsit Appeal from Hono-
lulu District Court Jobuson for plain-til- l;

Magoon for defendant-appella-

Almira M. lvahananui vs. C. B.
Miles; action on contract. V. V. Ash-
ford for plaintiff-appellan- t; Kinney
for defendant.

CheongTai vs. David Watson; dam-
ages. Appeal from Koolaupoko Dis-
trict Court. Achi for defendant-appella- nt

Ching On vs. F. Ludoviko; assump-
sit. Appeal from Honolulu District
Court. Magoon for plaintiff; Kauiu-
kou for defendant-appellan- t

Ching Sing vs. Lau Bon; assumpsit.
Appeal from Honolulu District Court.
Carter & Carter for plaintiff; V. V.
Ashford for defendant-appellan- t

Kalei Maunaloa vs. Kealobapauole
Makahi; replevin. Appeal from Wai-
alua District Court.

Lau Lam Chan vs. Lau Ho; as-

sumpsit. Appeal from Honolulu Dis-
trict Court Magoon for plaintiff-- '
appellant; W. R. Castle for defen-
dant.

L. B. Kerr vs. John Good et al.; as
sumpsit. Appeal from Honolulu Dis
trict Court Parke for plaintiil; L".

W. Ashford for defendant-appella- nt

E. B. Hookano vs Ah Soon; dam-
ages. Appeal from Koolaupoko Dis-
trict Court Achi for plaintiff-appella- nt

W. H. Rickard .vs. S. M. Kaaukai;
assumpsit Appeal from Honolulu
District Court Kahookano for plain-til- l;

Achi for defendant-appella- nt

Wailuu Kekaula vs. S. M. Kaaukai;
assumpsit. Appeal from Honolulu
District Court. Johnson for plaintiil
Achi for defendant-appella- nt

H. N. Crabbe vs. E. G. Hitchcock,
Marsha); replevin. Appeal from
Honolulu District Court A. M.
Brown for defendant-appella- nt

DIVORCES AND SEPARATIONS.

Kuhimi (w), vs. Kalepe. Rosa for
plaintiff: C. Brown for defendant

Lilly Muhi vs. Maka Mahi. C. W.
Ashford forplaintiff; Kinney for de-

fendant
M. Keliiiuulama (w), vs. IC. Kaoua.

Kaulia for plaintiff; Creighton for de-

fendant
H. G. McGrew vs. Alphousine Mc-Gre- w.

Hartwell-Cart- er & Carter for
plaintiff;- - C. AV. Ashford-Wakefie- id

for defendant
D. J. L. Mattos vs. Antonio R. Nu-ni- s.

Kauiukou for plaintiff.
Aukukino vs. Kiniakua (w). Ka-

hookano for plaintiff.
Alice L. Hutchinson vs. Edson L.

Hutchinson. Magoon for plaintiff.
Kea (k), vs. Kalae. W. K. Castle for

plaintiil.
D. K. Kamiki vs. Mele Kamiki.

Poepoe for plaintiff
Kaanuulani (w), vs. Kauhola. Kau-

lia for plaintiff.
Kupihealiilii (w), vs. Kuwauahee.

Kane for plaintiff.

Hereafter the reception day of
the ladies of the Hawaiian Hotel
will be Fridays instead of Mon-

days. They will not receive today.

In the Supreme Court of the Ha-

waiian Islands.

In Vacation.

TlKESHITA MATSUJI, PLAINTIFF. E. G.

Hitchcock, Marshal, and H. P.
Fatk & Co., Defendants.

Submission of Case AVithodt Actio.

BEFORE JUDD, C.J., BICKERTON AND

FKEAR, JJ.

The plaintiff was bronght b'fore a dis-
trict magistrate the second tim for
rcfusirg to serve under his contract
and was fined ten dollars.

Held, that the sentence was illegal, the
statute providing for a tine not exceed-
ing five dollars.

opinion of the court by bickebton, J.

This matter comes here on an
agreed statement of facts. The sab-missi-

is as follows:
"That on the complaint of the said

H. P. Faye & Co. the said Takeshita
Matsnji was brought before J. K.
Kapuniai, Esq., District Magistrate
of Waimea, Kauai, on the charge of
refusing for a second time to per-
form labor under a written contract
between him and the said complain-
ants, and was found guilty of said
refusal, and sentenced to pay a udo
of $10 with $1.95 costs, and a mitti-
mus was issued by said Magistrate
to the Marshal accprdingly, directing
that the said Takeshita Matsuji be
imprisoned at hard labor until said
fine and costs bo paid, all of which
occurred on the 24th day of Febru
ary.A. D.1S94.

"That the said Takeshita Matsuji
had been once arrested for similar
refusal to serve, and in obedience to
tbe order of the magistrate had
returned to service of his said em-
ployers, and had again, but only
once, thereafter willfully absented
himself from such service, so that by
law he could for such first offence
have been fined not exceeding five
dollars, and that the charge ao made
as aforc-a- id did not specify or state,
nor did t bo evidence show, that he
had committed a second offence of
again willfolly absenting himself
from such service.

"Wherefore the plaintiff claims that
his said sentence was illegal and
ought to be so declared, and the said
H. P. Fayo & Co., so admit and
agree, aud have requested tbe said
Marshal to discharge him from cus-

tody under said mittimus, and the
said Marshal is ready and desirous
to do so, upon obtaining from the
Conrt an adjudication to that effect,
but not otherwise.

"The defendants severally iigreo
that their Honors the Justices of the
Supreme Court may decide the ques-
tion of the legality of sentence,
as if the Bamo were bronght up by
appeal, bill of exceptions, writ of
error or on habeas corpui?'

This whole matter is controlled by
the statute which is clear. The'case
bears of no argnment; it is clearly an
error or misunderstanding of the law
by the district magistrate. Chapter
LXIII Laws 1892, provides that any
person refusing to serve according to
the terms of his contract, shall bo
taken before a magistrate and if ho
persists in the refusal he shall be
committed to prison at hard labor
until ho will oonwHit to serve accord-
ing to law. Aud if he shall return
to service in jlvdience to the order
of the magistrate and shall again
willfully abbent himself from such
fervico without leave of bis master,
the magistrate "may fine such
offender for the first offence not ex-
ceeding five dollars and for the seo-on- d

offence, not exceeding ten
dollars." AVhere an offender is
bronght before the magistrate a c-ond

time, the makes it the
first offeuce, and the third time the
second offence; so it is clear that this
defendant should have been fined
not to exceed five dollars. The mag-
istrate in fining him ten dollars im-
posed an illegal sentence, and, the
plaintiff defendant below should be
discharged.

A. S. Hartwell for plaintiff, A.
M. Brown for the Marshal"; G-- .

Wilder for Faye & Co.
Honolulu, April 30, 1894.
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"Fair Adelaide."

By the Alameda, arrived a copy
of "Fair Adelaide," a book des-

criptive of the city of Adelaide, the
capital of South Australia. The
volume is illustrated by the Crisp
Photo process, which is the same
as that to be used in "The Ha
waiian Revolution." Tt is a beau
tiful volume, and well worthy of
all the praise it has received from
the Australian press.

The book, which consists of some
200 or more pages, shows views of
the city, together with illustrations
of many of the various business
houses. The work is excellent,
and is deserving of much favor-
able comment.

A lady at Tooleys La., was very
ick with bilious colic when M. CJ.

Tisler, a prominent merchant of the
town gave her a bottle, of Chamber-
lain's Colic Cholera and Diarrhoea
Remedy. He says she was well in
forty minutes after taking the first
dose". For sale by all Medicine
Dealers. Benson, Smith & Co.,
Ageuts for H. I.
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Hardwares Guilders end General,

alwayE np to tbe timed in quality, styles and prices.

Plantation Supplies,
a full assortment to xult the various demand .

Steel Plows,
made expressly for Island work with extra parte.

Cultivator's Cane Knives.

Agricultural implements,
Hoes; Shovels. Yorka, Mattocks, etc, etc

Carpenters', Blacksmiths'
and Machinists' Tools

Screw Plates, Taos and Dies, Twist Drills,

Paints and Gils, Brushes, Glass,

Asbestos Hair Felt and Felt Mixture.

O

O
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s Blake's Steam

SEWING MACHINES,

o Lubricating Oils
hm

o General Merchandise,a.

Wilcox & Gihhs, and Remington.

in ncy surpa3sed

Thtfnrwe0have,,ilft
there Is anything you want, come and ask for it, you will be
politely treated. No trouble to show goods.

3278-tf-- d

FURNITURE

JOBT RECEIVED A

FURNITURE and
OF THE LATEST

Weston

PATTERNS

Bedroom Sets, Wicker Ware,
Cheffoniers and Chairs

SUIT ALL AT THE LOWEST PRICES; ALSO, ALL KINDS MANU-
FACTURING DONE FURNITURE, BEDDING AND

UPHOLSTERING, AND QUALITYjOF

LIVE GEESE FEATHERS, HAIR, MOSS AND EXCELSIOR

PATTERNS WICKER WARE
81NGLS PIECES.

KEPT ON HAND: ALSO THE LATEST
IN SETS OK

8FSpeeial orders for Wieker Wre

s

LINE OF

IN

TO OF
IN

BEST

OF

at low prices.
&Jff' All orders from the other inlands will receive our prompt attention

Furniture will be well packed and goods sold at San Francisco prices.

J". HOlPP
349a 1499

GST

DOG OOLLAES
--AND

--AT

Pacific Hardware

,-

-?

INFANTSJMNyAUDS.

lIJi
Daily Advertiser,

Pumps,
Centrifugals.

UPHOLSTERY

or all MntiH of Furniture to suit

and

& CO
Kins: Street.

YOUR

DOG CHAINS
THE

Company, LU

A Perfect Nutriment
Ton growing Children.

Convalescents,
consumptives.
Dyspeptics,""-- mid

lu Acme Illncii and
nil AVastinc Uncases.

THE

Best Food
for Hand-fe- d Infants.

OfXt nnniC fur the InHmctlon
of mothers,-TU- o Core nod

0fInQintii,"n1ll be CMllcdrecto any upon request.

DOLIBER-GOODAL- E

.0tl,MAS3.,U.S.A.

Cents per Month

A large variety suited to all sorts of dogs, from a Japau6se
Poodle to a Mastiff.

Since we introduced the Little Giant Rat Traps, five years
ago, we have sold hundreds of them. They have caught mon-
goose as well as rats.

A new lot of that superior Galvanized Fence Wire and
Barbed Wire.

New Goods to hand by Martha Davis.
A large assortment of first quality Agate Ware directfrom factory.
The best Ready Mixed Paints; Staple and Fancy Goods.

0

Pacific Hardware Company, Limited
402 AND 404 FORT STREET- -

Give the Baby

F0F

H62-tI--

NEW

74

.Iced,

Fccd-i- nc

address,

CO-B- O

the

the

BENSON, SMITH & CO.,
Sole Agents for the Hawaiian Island,,.
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